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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1451 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1451 

Sir: 

A telephone interview between Examiner Mark Fadok and the undersigned David 
Duckworth took place on November 21, 2006. During the telephone interview, Applicant 
explained that the Examiner appeared to be misconstruing the prior art and Applicant's 
invention. Specifically, Applicant's Agent explained that the "primary sellers" of Applicant's 
invention refer to specific business sellers, and not simply human sales agents. Applicant 
explained that there did not need to be any need for an amendment to provide clarification 
because the fact that the sellers were individual businesses was defined in the Specification. 



In response, the Examiner suggested that Applicant submit a response including an 
amendment to the Claims which would clarify that the sellers are businesses and not individuals. 
The Examiner did indicate that such an amendment may, or may not, require a detailed search. 



Though this synopsis of the interview is different than the Examiner's, it is appreciated that the 
Examiner has indicated in his Interview Summary of December 20, 2006 that such an 
amendment would not be entered so as to not waste further time of the Applicant. 



Respectfully submitted, 




David G. Duckworth 
Registration No. 39,516 
Telephone: (949) 724-1255 



